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DETAILED ACTION 

This is a first Office action in response to application no. 10/779,814 filed on February 
18 2004 in which claims 1-32 are presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1 . 35 U.S.C. 1 01 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

The USPTO "Interim Guidelines for Examination of Patent Applications for Patent 
Subject Matter Eligibility" (Official Gazette notice of 22 November 2005), Annex IV, 
reads as follows: 

Claims that recite nothing but the physical characteristics of a form of energy, such as a frequency, 
voltage, or the strength of a magnetic field, define energy or magnetism, per se, and as such are 
nonstatutory natural phenomena. O'Reilly, 56 U.S. (15 How.) at 112-14. Moreover, it does not appear 
that a claim reciting a signal encoded with functional descriptive material falls within any of the 
categories of patentable subject matter set forth in Sec. 101. 

... a signal does not fall within one of the four statutory classes of Sec. 101. 

... signal claims are ineligible for patent protection because they do not fall within any of the four 
statutory classes of Sec. 101. 



2. Claim(s) 14, 15, 18 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter as follows. 



Claims 14, 15, 18 and 26 define a program product with descriptive material. While 
"functional descriptive material" may be claimed as a statutory product (i.e.; a 
"manufacture") when embodied on a tangible computer readable medium, a program 
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product embodying that same functional descriptive material is neither a process nor a 
product (i.e., a tangible "thing") and therefore does not fall within one of the four 
statutory classes of § 101 . Rather, "signal" is a form of energy, in the absence of any 
physical structure or tangible material. 

The applicant must amend the Specification to cancel the "carrier wave" as disclosed in 
paragraph [0062] of the current application. When the claims are interpreted in light of 
the specification, such items will raise a non-statutory concern (See lines 14-18 of 
[0061]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 
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4. Claims 1, 9, 14, 15, 18 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Vincent (US Patent no. 7,050,102). 

Regarding claims 1, 9, 14, 15, 18 and 26, Vincent discloses a method of obtaining and 
presenting video surveillance information, comprising: over a period of time, receiving 
position and orientation telemetry regarding operation of a camera mounted on a 
moveable surveillance platform (See Vincent col. 2, lines 43-49, col. 4, lines 44-50 and 
col. 19, lines 58-64); processing the telemetry to determine a view of the camera over 
the period of time; displaying overtime, the determined view of the camera on a user 
interface (See 4, lines 55-67, col. 5, lines 1-12); detecting a user selection of a view via 
the user interface, the selected view corresponding to a portion of the period of time 
(See Vincent col. 5, lines 49-51); formulating an information request indicating the 
corresponding portion of the period of time (See col. 24, lines 44-50); sending the 
information request to a facility having access to stored video information received from 
the camera, over the period of time; receiving one or more frames of video information 
generated by the camera, from the facility, the one or more frames containing actual 
image data taken by the camera during the corresponding portion of the period of time 
and corresponding to the user selected view (See Vincent col. 30, lines 10-36); and 
displaying the received one or more frames of video information to the use/ (See col. 
26, lines 1-17). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2-8, 10, 16, 19-25 and 27, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vincent (US Patent no. 7,050,102) in view of Lemelson et al. (US 
Patent no. 6,608,559). 

Regarding claims 2-8 and 19-25, most of the limitations of these claims have been 
noted in the above rejection of claims 1, 9, 14, 15, 18 and 26. 

It is noted that although Vincent discloses overlaying outlines of determined view 
of the camera, receiving user selection of a time interval referenced to the point in time 
to the selected display outline, and overlaying an indicator of a current location of a 
moveable surveillance (See Vincent Fig. 19, 20, 22 and col. 22, lines 41-67), it is silent 
about displaying a map of the geographic region under surveillance as specified in the 
claims. 

However, Lemelson provides a moveable surveillance platform including the step 
of displaying a map of the geographic region under surveillance (See Lemelson col. 11, 
lines 14-23 and col. 12, lines 17-21). 
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Therefore, it is considered obvious that one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention would recognize the advantage of modifying Vincent' surveillance system by 
incorporating Lemelson' step of displaying a map of the geographic region under 
surveillance. The motivation for performing such a modification in Vincent is to 
generate and locate the appropriate warning in a particular sector based on the warning 
message received as taught by Lemelson (See Lemelson col. 12, lines 2-6). 

As per claims 10, 16, and 27, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in 
the above rejection of claims 9, 1 5 and 26. 

It is noted that Vincent is silent about indexing the digitized video signal as 
specified in the claims. 

However, Lemelson provides a moveable surveillance platform including the step 
of digitizing a received analog signal, and storing the digitized indexed video signal (See 
Lemelson col. 12, lines 58-67, col. 13, lines 1, col. 15, lines 49-51). 

Therefore, it is considered obvious that one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention would recognize the advantage of modifying Vincent's surveillance system by 
incorporating the step of digitizing a received analog signal, and storing the digitized 
indexed video signal. The motivation for performing such a modification is to provide a 
database danger index which can be of great assistance in facilitating proper dispatch 
as taught by Lemelson (See Lemelson col. 16, lines 61-65). 
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7. Claims 11-13, 17 and 28-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vincent (US Patent no. 7,050,102) in view of Mottur et al. (US Patent 
no. 7,199,817). 

Regarding claims 11-13 and 28-30, most of the limitations of these claims have been 
noted in the above rejection of claims 9 and 26. 

It is noted that Vincent is silent about transmitting the notification messages 
periodically, and wherein each message contains information relating to the field of view 
of the camera as specified in the claims. 

However, Mottur discloses a surveillance platform including the step including the 
step of transmitting the notification messages periodically, and wherein each message 
contains information relating to the field of view of the camera (See Mottur col. 1 , lines 
25-43, col. 2, lines 40-44 and col. 9, lines 30-45). 

Therefore, it is considered obvious that one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention would recognize the advantage of modifying Vincent's method of obtaining 
and presenting video surveillance information by incorporating Mottur's step of 
transmitting the notification messages periodically, and wherein each message contains 
information relating to the field of view of the camera. The motivation for performing 
such a modification in Vincent is to be able to perform monitoring function at all time 
even if the subject moves outside the camera field of view as taught by Mottur (See 
Mottur col. 1 , lines 43-55). 
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As per claims 17, 31 and 32, most of the limitation of these claims have been noted in 
the above rejection of claims 15 and 26. 

It is noted that Vincent is silent about user authentication as specified in the 

claims. 

However, Mottur discloses a surveillance platform including the step including the 
step of providing user authentication (See Mottur col. 2, lines 44-51). 

Therefore, it is considered obvious that one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention would recognize the advantage of modifying Vincent's method of obtaining 
and presenting video surveillance information by incorporating Mottur's authentication 
step. The motivation for performing such a modification in Vincent is to establish a 
control interval for subscriber and non-subscribers as taught by Mottur (See Mottur col. 
2, lines 47-52). 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Esbensen (US Patent application Publication no.' 2007/0022456 A1 ) teaches method 

and apparatus for surveillance using an image server. 

Vaios (US Patent no. 6271752) teaches intelligent multi-access system. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gims S. Philippe whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7336. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (10:30-7:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dastouri Mehrdad can be reached on (571) 272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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